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    Phone Number: 770-657-9270

    Participant Passcode: 071582

I. Agenda 
- Introductions (brief)

- Action Status

- Decide on ballot approach
- Discussion of scope / approach

- Discussion of other issues (if time permits)

- Any other business

II. Action Items

The following list of pending action items were reviewed:

1. Review current draft spec (v2.0) on Wiki (ALL)  Ongoing
2. Research getting a separate list serv set up (AH) – In progress. Should be done for next meeting.
3. Look into web conference capability (DJ) - Open
III. Issues
· Ballot date / status  (complete for now)
· Overall intent and approach, including:
· Relationship between Tech Spec and SFM   (complete for now)
· The revised Metamodel, including:
· Jurisdictional Domain – name and meaning

· EIS role as a maintainer of identity and also as a cross-index 

· The use and meaning of Profiles – Section 6

· Section 7 - user scenarios.

· If and how to reference “EIS State” from the Tech Spec (maybe in section 10 or the functional outputs)

· Additional glossary items

IV. Discussion

Ballot Date / Status:
As stated previously, the real goal is to get normative approval in the September ballot, but to use this cycle to get further input/review. The final content deadline is 3/22. Approach was proposed and agreed to make a final decision on the call on Thu 3/19. We can choose one of the three following options:

· Submit the Specification “for comment”

· Submit the specification as “normative”

· Withdraw for this cycle.

Overall Scope and Approach:

Alean gave further update on OMG Specification progress. The Finalization Task Force should be kicking off soon, in the March OMG meeting. It was noted that more changes are allowed in finalization than previously believed. One possibility is still a name change.

The following items were noted and “informally agreed”:

· Need to straighten out terminology used. Glossary needs updating. Must ensure that we have one term for one meaning and one meaning for one term. 
· For those areas in the scope covered by the OMG Technical Specification, we will strive for convergence.

· We will inspect each section to see how valuable it is to the overall intent and leave out those which are not. (Some were valuiable from a historic perspective, but probably no longer necessary).

· We will consider dropping the metadata interface (or at least moving into a discussion in an Appendix). At the same time, we will raise with the larger HSSP group to see if there is interest in a more generic “service metadata service”. 
SFM Section 5:
The meta-model in section 5 was walked through. A couple of items were raised:
· What assumptions are being made about knowledge of the supported semantic signifiers? – The Service assumes that the client can provide and consume the signifier. It does provide a reflection style operation to indicate which signifiers it supports, and the signifier is an explicit input parameter in the operations. An assumption on this needs to be included in the specification.

· What level of audit and/or provenance information should be captured through the interfaces, especially with regard to linking and merging?

V. Decisions

1. Agreed to decide on ballot submission on call of 3/19
2. Include an explicit assumption in the specification relating to the provision and consumption of the semantic signifiers by the service client 9and/or its proxy, e.g. interface engine)
3. Next meeting will be in two weeks, on 3/12.

VI. Action Items
Carried forward:
1. Research getting a separate list serv set up (AH)

2. Look into web conference capability (DJ)

3. Discuss need for and level of audit/provenance information is included in interfaces (especially around linking and merging). Identify what approach was taken in tech spec. (All - in next meeting)

New:
1. None

VII. Agenda for next meeting (3/12 – in two weeks)
- Introductions (brief)
- Action Status

- Walk through section 5 – brief recap on metamodel then start on interfaces
- Any other business
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